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Remarks 

112 Rejection 

Claims 1 and 6 have been amended in order to make it clear that the "inflow annulus" and the 
"outflow annulus" (claim 1) and the "commissural posts" (claim 6) are reference to the native valve 
sinus rather than references to the replacement valve. Claims 7 and 8 have been amended in order to 
refer to the "outflow rim" and "inflow rim" respectively. Attorney for applicant is appreciative of 
the Examiner's suggested amendments to claims 7 and 8. 
102 Rejection (Peredo 

Claims 1-3 and 20 were rejected based on Peredo (U.S. Patent 6,558,417). Claim 1 includes 
the feature of "an expandable and collapsible anchoring structure " or stent for supporting a 
replacement valve. Peredo has no stent or anchoring structure (col. 3, lines 49-52). Rim strip 12 of 
Peredo is not an anchoring structure to support a valve. Rather, rim strip 12 of Peredo is part of the 
valve itself (col. 4, lines 6-10). Claim 1 has been amended in order to clarify the distinction between 
Peredo and applicants 1 invention. Support for claim 1 language "adopted to support the replacement 
valve" is at applicant's specification at page 16, first line of paragraph 082. Support for "longitudinal 
displaced from the replacement outflow annulus" is at page 19, last sentence of paragraph 87. 
Support for the "undulating configuration to support the scalloped inflow annulus" is at page 17, 
paragraph 84. 

Support for claim 2 language "non-self expanding" is found at page 25, paragraph 100. 
102 Rejection (Pavcnik) 

Claims 1-3, 5, 6 and 18-20 were rejected based on Pavcnik (U.S. Published Patent 
Application US 2001/0039450). Pavcnik is directed to a device having a wire frame covered by a 
biocompatible material (page 1, paragraphs 8-9, Figs. 1-50). Thus Pavcnik does not teach an 
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anchoring structure that is "longitudinally displaced from the replacement outflow annulus" as 
described in amended claim 1 . 
103 Rejection (Garrison and Myers) 

This rejection is directed to claims 1-3, 5-6 and 18-20. As pointed out in the April 19, 2005 
Office Action, Garrison (U.S. Patent 6,425,916) discloses "straight rather than scalloped" inflow 
annulus. Thus the rejection is based on a combination of Garrison and Myers (U.S. 2002/005265 1). 
But while Garrison shows an expandable and collapsible valve displacer or stent, Myers is directed 
to stentless valve (page 1, paragraph 0013, first sentence; page 2, paragraphs 0014, 0015, and 0016, 
first line; Figures 1-41). The Myers valve is stentless in order to promote hemodynamic 
performance (page 1, paragraph 0009, last sentence). It is submitted that there is no suggestion or 
teaching in Garrison or Myers that the two disclosures should be combined. See Al-Site Corp. v. 
VSI Int'L 174 F.3d 1308, 50 USPQ2d 1161 (Fed. Cir. 1999); MPEP 2143.01. Indeed, given that 
Myers discloses the disadvantages of an anchoring structure or stent as opposed to a stentless design, 
it teaches away from a combination with Garrison. See In re Grasellt 713 F.2d 731, 734, 218 USPQ 
769, 779 (Fed. Cir. 1983); MPEP 2145 X., D., 2. 
103 Rejection (Greenhalgh and Myers; Spencer and Myers) 

Claims 1-3, 5-6 and 18-20 were rejected based on Greenhalgh (U.S. Patent 6,494,909) and 
Myers. And claims 2-3, 5-7, 10-20, as well as 8-9 were rejected based on Spencer (U.S. Patent 
6,730,1 18) and Myers. As was true of Garrison, the Office Action also concedes that Greenhalgh 
and Spencer disclose a straight, rather than scalloped, inflow annulus. Thus the asserted 
combination with Myers. However, both Greenhalgh (stent 14, col. 3, lines 24; Fig. 1) and Spencer 
(support stent 22, col. 13, line 27; Fig. 1) are stent support valves, while Myers is directed to a 
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stentless valve. For the same reasons expressed with respect to the rejection based on Garrison and 
Myers, it is submitted that there is no suggestion to combine such references, indeed, Myers teaches 
away from stent support valves. 

Allowance of claims 1-3 and 5-20, as amended, is earnestly solicited. 

Respectfully submitted, 
JONES DAY 



Dated: July 19. 2005 



By: 




Coe A. Bloomberg 
Reg. No. 26,605 



555 South Flower Street, 50 th Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90071 
(213) 489-3939 
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